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NOTE Welcome to the first "Case Histories" (a name I grat-fully acknowledge FSR 

for initiating). But it is not a new concept for NUF^N. In 1976 & 1977 we did 
in fact produce several "Special Case Studies".All wc axe doing now is to br~ 
ing these back om a regular basis. Each issue will d.iscuss one (perhaps two ) 
current cases in great depth (that is greater than our companion N.U.N. would 
allow). It mp^y seem odd to kick off with a case that, is not in the NUFON area 
. but I do not think I heed apologise.For this episode is both fascinating and 
very important,Somebody had to collate what we know about it - so why not us? 

If you have any ideas for CASE HISTORIES future do not hesitate to say so.It 
will appear 3“^ times a year (dependant, of course, on material) JanryRandles . 


I ntroduction s ' A Review 

Charles Berlitz is a now notorious writer (described by PROBE magazine as the "in- 
ventorof the 3ermuda Triangle")•Few would quibble with that, nor the fact that his 
books tend to be provocative, sensationalist, paying lip service to truth - but best 
sellers worldwide,nonetheless. In 1980 GRANADA published his first forray into UFO 
territory,co—authored with William Moore,THE ROSWELL INCIDENT (a 1982 Granada paper¬ 
back release) discusses (and strings out) an alleged crash in New Mexico during July 
lQ 47,when a UFO was supposed to have been recovered,along with dead 3 ft tall occ¬ 
upants. As most ufologists will know this story is not new,but has been around for 
iecades.Nor is it the only one of such alleged "retrievals".Almost all the others 
vinme from the USA as well,and indeed some are rather better documented than the one 
Berlitz chose to soup-up.One is left in a curious state of mind after reading of one. 
It sounds insane to think that the US government could have known since 19^7 that 
UFOs are definitely alien,and even to have a super-advanced spaceship in storage. 
Especially when one thinks of the vast sums of money poured into NASA for their 
"primitive" rockets. But, then again, can all these people really be wrong? Would 
they all lie? At least we know for sure this time that Berlitz is not having us on, 
n or he merely repeats data collected by respected UFO investigators. And then one 
itt^es the inevitable crunch.Just howcan we possibly take any of this seriously, for 
in almost every instance the "scientist" or "official" or "amr force man wishes to 
remain anonymous for fear of the "great conspiracy" (which if real surely is the 
greatest ever)? It is so perplexing and frustrating (rather like the more general 
phenomenon of which it forms a part). I would, like to dismiss it all as garbage,,, 3 
but an honest reading of this book cannot allow that. Yet,,.why do these crashes 
always occur in America, and always in deserts...and why do they never occur in more 
recent years? We would not get a "tale such as this in dear,old conservative Britain 
would ..? READ ONI (The Roswell Incident, Granada,£i .25 ppl76) 

'IERE THERE’S SMOKE THERE’S FIRE (OR MORE SMOKE)s 

In February 1981 I received a phone—call from East Anglian author Paul Begg,Paul, 
best known for his THIN AIR book (a praiseworthy sceptical examination of mystrey 
•vanishings), as well as chunks of work for THE UNEXPLAINED sequence, is clearly not 
one taken in by rumours or mysteries.He looks for answers>not speculations.So what 
he had to tell me sounded worth at least checking out, , 

It seems that Paul and his wife had met a man in their.local village pub.He was 
slightly known to them,and presumably knew of Paul’s interests,So he decided to 
rebate an episode he said had occurred a few weeks previous (we think on Tuesday, 
December 30 1980), According to him, the civil radar establishment where he worked 
ad Oxi that day tracked a UFO.It was night, and their base (one of many such 
systems that pepper the strategic East Anglian region on alert for enemy invasion 
Ivom Eastern Europe) had recorded this unusual target heading towards Suffolk and 
the general region to the east of Ipswich (the largest town in the area). This 
man had not actually been on duty when the incident had happened, but his ffiend 
had and he had got the story from him .Allegedly the target was reported to other 
■midar systems on the south east coast (botheivil and military) and was checked again 
■St all known air movements.lt was uncorrelated.This was the only part .their 
station played in the affair (although they knew other places had it too).But they 
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were left in doubt about the status of the incident when the US Air Force came 
along a couple of days later and took away the tapes of the radar trackings’of 
this UFO. 

3eing in a precarious situation viz-a-viz the Official Seerets Act we obviously 
cannot name this "witness". But he did agree to talk to us.and thanks to Paul UFOIN 
members Kevin McClure (a specialist in sorting out rumours) and Peter Warrington 
(our most experienced radar case investigator) checked with him. The story (as 
verifiable as it can be) is that just discussed. One added rider was that they were 
led to believe, from the USAF people who collected the tapes, that the "anoraAly" 
had landed not far ftom Woodbridge Air Force Base (indeed it was suggested even on 
the base) and that a metallic craft plus entities was encountered,Electromagnetic 
effects on a military jeep which approached the site was also claimed. 

So - we had a rumour of an extraordinary story, but little more than that. Merely 
anecdotal "a friend of a friend told me" type stuff,which one can hardly build 
mountains out of. Was there smoke behind the smoke, or a glimmering of real fire? 
All we knew was that the radar man seemed to be telling the truth and had no 
obvious reason to lie about this. Then came news wftich changed everything, 

THE WONDER OF WOODBRIDGEs 

Norman Oliver was at this time (still Feb 1981) editor of BUFORA JOURNAL, As such 
he picks up stories from all over the world. One day, about this time, he received 
a half garbled account from the USA that "something big" had happened at Woodbridge 
around the turn of the year. The gist of the rumour was the same. The difference 
was that this came from a US serviceman now back in the States,who possibly thus 
felt freer to talk. 

This was all rather interesting, but not half as interesting as what was going on 
(unbeknowns to the rest of us) in rural Suffolk itself. When I called Bob Easton 
(the nearest UFOIN member to the Woodbridge base... though still many miles away in 
Essex) I intended to tell him ofthe story, but he told me of the Norman Oliver 
aspect,and that local BUFORA investigators were onto it as well and finding things 
outl 

These local investigators were Brenda Butler (who was closest, in Leiston, about 
10 miles north of the area in question) and her friend Dot Street (twenty miles 
further north in Lowestoft). The two young women covered a vast expanse of mostly 
rural land, more or less on their own. Suffolk is such a low-density population 
region that it has never generated many investigators, although it certainly has 
generated some intriguing UFO sightings (evidencing the well attested rule that 
interesting close encounters go in inverse proportion to the population, density) 

One only needs to think of the classic radar/visual from August 1956 (usually known 
as the Lakenheath case,since most of the multiple ground and air sightings and 
radar trackings involve that base,although lentwaters USAF base was intimitely • 
mixed in there too) (Bentwaters,whilst a distinct USAF base, is immediately 
Woodbridge,the subject of the 1980 case). This Lakenheath R/V is still 
regarded as one of the two or three best cases in UFO history.lt has defied 
attempts to solve it and really must have set our MOD thinking very seriously about 
IJFOs (if they were not already doing so).Indeed many internal sources have told me 
that is so. 

Dot & Brenda had picked up the story on their own initiative and were chasing it 
with some haste (as indeed they still are - Jan 1982). This sudden independant 
coming together of three , closely linked, rumours made us think very carefully 
that something might really be behind them all.Yet, despite the incredible nature 
of the information emerging, the media were not latching onto it.This seemed (and 
still seems) baffling.lt is the kind of story any local newspaper would surely 
fight for. But, aside from a local BBC interview Brenda did in Autumn 81 (not 
picked up nationally), and a London Standard reference to the case in May,there 
has not been any media efforts to crack open this affair. 

The London Standard piece emerged, in fact, from an interview with me,whilst I 
was promoting my then just published book UFO STUDY.lt was well-done and factual, 
not exaggerating the story (in fact scareely touching on it).It iperely quoted from 
a halig-page "progress report" I wrote at this point for FSR.. .MILITARY CONTACT 
ALLEGED AT AIR BASE.,.."At present it is impossible to say how much of this is 
fact and how much fiction generated by the inevitable stories that are sweeping 
“he community." 
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SCENE-SET FOR AN ENCOUNTER: 

Rendlesham Forest is a large area of wooded land about 8 miles north east of Ipswich 
and close to the Toast.lt is surrounded almost entirely by nothing at all, save a few 
farms.The only habitation of any note is the village of Woodbridge at the western 
edge.The USAF bases lie some 3/4 miles from here north of the forest.Earth mystery 
lovers will no doubt be interested to know that there are tumulii,Ashe*s and a number 
of "ley” place names in the region. Should anybody want to land the woods could be 
ideal.There are spots open enough for this to occur, whilst the woods themselves 
would afford cover.And the very desolate surroundings would certainly reduce the 
number of potential witnesses to a minimum. 

THE DISCOVERY OF SUBSTANCE BEHIND THE SHADOW: 

Clearly crucial«to an understanding of what (if anything) really happened is the local 
follow up by Brenda Butler & Dot Street. Brenda prepared a 6-page report on their 
work in March 198l.She circulated a few copies,and I received ome.lt is somewhat 
confused and suffers from being a personal description with no real chronology. None 
of the half-dozen witnesses cited in it are named,or even given any status at all » 
other than Witness 1, 2 , 3 etc. I have talked with both Brenda & Dot in an effort 
to clarify what the report implies and think I have this clear,What follows is 
summary (with additional data Brenda ventured to me in a January 1982 discussion;. 

It now transpires that Brenda discovered the incident within days of it having taken 
place (ie a month before the other rumours surfaced).Her informant was a personal, 
friend at the USAF base, a high ranking officer who often takes part in special miss¬ 
ions.He has confided UFO information in her before.On this occasion she was told, not 
to discuss the matter publically.Afraid,for his sake V and because she wanted to get 
more inside information from him in future, she complied with this request.She only 
began to follow up when,firstly other sources informed her, and later the exist- 
ance of the Begg &'Oliver rumours became known. 

This primary witness (the officer) claims that this is not the first incident of 
this magnitude which has happened in the vicinity of the base, although this was the 
most impressive as it involved contact.His story (told initially and confirmed on 
follow-up ,in February) is as followsi- 

On (December 30) a farmer in the vicinity of the forest called the base to advise he 
had just seen an aircraft crash into the Forest.The base police went out to check on 
the claim and came back saying,"there'• s a UFO in the woods!" (This would be at^an 
unspecified time but at night). Someone from the base newspaper heard of this and 
went to the scene armed with still and movie camera and in fact filmed the object on 
the ground! The base commander,meanwhile,ordered a high-level team to visit the si e 
(involving himself,c&ief of security police,several other high-ranking officers^, 
the individual who was at this point talking with Brenda!) So,this man was actua y 
claiming to have seen all this. The base commander expressly forbade any of the men 
£ take^weapons witFTthem. At the site the object-was on the ground apparantly 

damaged on the outside.Entities (three of them, about 3 fe ® t ^ al ^» T h£ were 

suits) were suspended in mid air beside the craft within shaf of . ^eras^om 
repairing their damaged craft.The base commander confiscated all the cameras fro 
the press sources and demanded a total news blackout.He himself (alone) spoke wi h 
the aliens whilst they worked.The object was on the ground for 4 hou || before climbi r 
to hover briefly over treetops and then shoot away at great speed. Next day an aiu 
• aircraft was se£t over the forest looking for radiation traces.They found some.Mean- 
while all personnel on the base were issued with strict instructions not /^cuss 
the affair publically. This informant spoke to Brenda only on strictly confi 
terms and even then refused to answer two specific questions viz: * h ® s ^ ? 

of the landed craft and the subjects discussed in conversation with the alien . 

RELATED ANOMALIES?: 

At about this time (whilst Brenda was the only ufologist to know of this affair) a 
number of possibly related anomalies eame to her notice which might well be of some 
interest.The first stemmed frdm a discussion she had with a man (not military) ho 
is sometimes called into the base to do major electrical re pairs. He (not knowing 
about the crash rumours) told the following tale,from supposedly the same time span 

(and possibly refering to the same date). 
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The man was called into the base because the lights on the cunway had all gone out 
mysteriously,,He was not told what had caused this.. .indeed the base refused to tell 


himl The 
(which he 

he has never -- . — —.-- . - — 

.(acts b oiTi-na arid of ^ni'is'iyi vldl^socr nn< 

Brenda also discovered (through her local information net- which does'seem impr ’■ 



that forestry workers in Rendlesham i§ad discovered a section of forest with the tops 
of trees scorched.They had reported this to the Air Base and were told to keep it 
quiet; although presumably not informed why. 


On February 12 1981 mystery bangs were allegedly heard in the area of the forest 0 Or.y, 
forestry worker tried to find out what these were and was advised they were due to^ 
unexploded bombs being exploded on Orford Island (off the coast some few miles away, 
Brenda checked with the police but they did not confirm this explanation.Indeed the\ 
had none to offer.Three bangs separated by 20 minutes were apparantly heard. This 
informant was asked if he knew anything about an object crashing into the woods.He 
said,yes he did, but had been informed it was an aircraft,Since there had. been no 
mention of this in the press he found it hard to believe. 


AN INVESTIGATION IS MOUNTED t 

In view of the coallescing rumours that something had happened (a few other sources 
naving advised Brenda of an "aircrash") she decided to act. She called Dot Street an^ 
gave her some information (not it appears,from Dot, as much as she has now given me i 
They took the bull by the horns,called the base commander and made an appointment to 

;ee himl This was at 4pm on February 18 (7 weeks after the "crash"). They asked the 
commander specific questions but he would not answer them.In return he queeried them 
on their UFO knowledge.Ultimately they were told to contact the Ministry ofDefence 
as all their UFO reports (certainly implying .they had some’) went to that source, ( ' 
does seem to me that some source in the USA must habe been informed too - surely?; 

The MOD, incidentally, wwre thus contacted,They told Brenda that they "did not knew 
anything of such an incident" and advised she contact the base commander1! 

According to the primary witness (the high-up officer) this visit seems to have som- 
reprecussion^Th^.tcommander allegedly called a meeting-of his-officers..-in^ an i effort-r 
to discover who hadlleakbij. 'the’story.fhb "bdlprit" was not-•discovered'', but ,pne ; -, 
respected officer was allegedly Shipped straight* back 1 to • the'USA.It 1 , is claimed that,, . . 

this was because suspicion fell on him that he was* an j " informants tog ufologists; t r I I -;v, *;: 
view of these after-effects Brenda’s decision not to disclose the names (or in some 
cases the nature) of her information sources was greatly strengthened. If the story 
so far is true it is very easy to see why. 

From their meeting'with the base commander (coming away with the distinct imprest 
he knew very well what they had been talking about) the two women went to the Foree 
(even though it was now growing dark),They only knew the alleged landing area in a 
vague sense,but drove to where, they thought it was approximately.The forest is abou/.' 
three miles from the base and'they drove into it and along towards a clearing close 
to the alleged site.At this point Brenda goes on to describe a curious incident whi-' 
may suffer from personalised interpretations and overimagination (although Dot Strec 

confirms it did occur). 

The car suddenly began to vibrate and,accelerate (reaching 60/70 mPH)quite out of 
control so far as Brenda (driving) was concerned.Dot was scared and told her to stop 
(believing Brenda was doing it on purpose to frighten her).In the t back seat was 
Brenda's 8 year old Alsation.lt was whimpering and leaning about madly.After-about 
half a mile the car suddenly stopped and the dog calmed down.The.women were scared^ 

(I was to discover by a curious synchronous coincidence - which is quite another 
-that Brenda’s dog,has had a heart condition since birth and does.suffer heart 
attacks periodically.,, these cause the dog to jump around until given medication,j.. 
may or may not be relevant,but should be mentioned as it is not in their report.) 

Whilst 3renda went to check the car engine (finding nothing wrong with it) Dot saw r 
house on the edge of the woods and went off to see if it was occupied,Brenda was 
none to keen on being left alone in the gathering gloom and so tried to restart the 
car.It worked perfectly.She drove off after her colleague. At the.house Dot was 
talking with two- elderly gentlemen and Brenda joined in the questionning. 


These two men said there had been a great deal of military ^tivity in the woods 
toing the previous month or so.Their J,ouse lights had also ,f^ed on and ottat^ 
times and TV reception was poorer than normal.They knew noth '.ng 

They drove out of the forest the way they had come (after quite a a ®J° ^ ei:KS 

SirS were 

s sriS'oS rrb^r^ts r « « 

S5 iLsfLnnection 

shaken ^bout by the terrain? Not that f know that much about cars. 

A FLOOD OF WITNESSES* 

■.iter the event,and it must be "detail" may thus he seen 

■■-^infsSinkledtnto^he cake ( by consten^retelling and imagination. Also pear in 

mind that some of these people did not request anonymity. Brenda is merely giving -* 

to them in view of the MOD and security associations of the affair. _ 

,, 4 -pipq (which come from airmen at the base pri.’jiaril ,;, 

Aspects of these ^ separate tales Phich come^ ^ rtj commander high 

which agree with the story so far are h ^ ^ repail . ed . entities were seem 

rank officers went out there, UFO h +f _ eso marks left on trees at site, 

radiation and heat counts next day revealed tfaces. marks lelt ° n Ag the UF0 

Some aspects which differ (ie new ® ^ r ily with intense heats the UFO was on 

took off the S r °^ d b ®" e 3 o h f ^ t tJ e° oh ^the Lea was cordoned off for several days and 
three legs separated by 30 fe ' ft had orashe d (although no general news 

2S trthlHffS wL ever ^5^ £ KE 

s 5ffSnS: r s srs^tK ™° f — 

contacts on the base insists., ."there were no aircraft up that m a ht . 

It would seem from this that we must treat this ^^er batc^of^detail^save^the^a.i. 
crash story which appears consistent) as ratter mo i b No te the "EM 

sss’rr. ... ». ^ «•>>. 

not confirmed in any of the stories from the base. 

A RETURN TO THE WOODS* 

Brenda and Dot went back to ^"^^g^/tS^the/base von tacts ^ItLas very close 
(which had now been confirmed by one of t he car effects allegedly were.The 
to where they had gone (by acci ) might be land owned by the base), 

site was in a "restricted area pt seems th pgadgsroN OF THE 3ASE 

They actually passed a sign which read, ™ ™LY B ™ Forestry Commission 

COMMANDER .BENTWATERS". However, they passed this toaip there .They Lew some 

Office and discussed, the case with features of the primary rumour.They 

Things,but did not seem acquainted with |Ii ca Lle acting up.-plu- 

rfz.Tsr. asur«s , ari , 5.T» ■—> - - . 

At the first smallholding b g bf h ^ d " 1 heLd r a r “uFO e hS r ooml to^oTwoodbridge 

denied seeing anything but said they had heard a uru i ncide nt looking for 

land.He also told them twomenhadvislted ^-on^ them (as he did Brenda h 
the farmer who had reported the eyent,T m an.The two forestry 

Dot),The farmer’s wife,incidentally,said there was only one ^ them qfees t*- 

officials had previously told Brenda & Dor ^ ,. crash » ( ie New Years Day 1981' 

and searching for the farmer just two 'Y told the men/man they just 

They had no idea who he was.The farmer & wife said the to returne ' d<Th8y were 
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AFTERMATH i 

The investigators found, the farmer. He refused to talk-to t! m,As' r they drove off he 
"eyed the. car closely", // 

Through other sources the Ufologists had followed up severe . reports of I-ITS seen d 
the Leiston area between December 27 and 30rQne man in a pi o told them he had seen a 
bright light one - night during this .period over Rendlesham Forests He presumed it 
was an aircraft but was slightly.puzzled why it stayed in one spot for 20 minutes. 

Ipswicft and Woodbridge police were both contacted,Brenda says/'they definitely knc.. 
somethin^'but shunted her back and forth with "you'll have to talk to the base 
commander,we can’t tell you anything" f They even tried to get the locak paper 
interested,The Leiston office called the HQ in Ipswich with Brenda listening.They 
did not react as they normally do in such circumstancesstalling the local reorter i: 
check it out,,,they just said simply "Leave it-!". Brenda and Dot believe that the 
press may have been prevented from following the case by application of pressure 
from official sources, 

Brenda & Dot’s second visit to the Forest was on February 24„0n March 9 they callec . 
the Forestry Commission again and spoke to one of the two officers they had met 
earlier.He was abrupt and denied all knowledge of the incidents Through a contact 
in the Forestry service the women tried to get to the site,But they were told that 
"for some strange reason" this was not possible,The area in question had suddenly 
been burnt to the ground for no obvious reason,This was on February 26„, e two days 
after their visit to the Forestry Commission Offices!, 

Paul Begg told me in London in October 1981 told me he had run up against a bric-kwe"” 
of denials when he tried to check things out.,Nobody admitted to knowing anything, 
rimilarly,Bob Easton,the BUFORA Coordinator for Brenda & Dot's region,has met a 
barrage of denials and continual shuntings from person to person and office; to- 
office,He told me,"I think something genuinely did happen, ..but beyond that I caiv 
go" 3 At my request he and Andy Collins are hopefully going to visit the areato haw 
another bash a 

WHAT IS THE EXPLANATION? 

I now know just how Berlitz and Len Stringfield (compiler of the original USA crap 1 
stories,for his FSR series) must feel, I am sure that Brenda and Dot are telling 
the truth,And I respect their reasons for maintaining anonymity of witnesses.Thia - - 
a sensitive issue and the move is a wise one,I hope,however,these people will be 
willing to talk with strictly vetted persons,, • .and I think some of them will. 

Did a UFO crash? An honest assessment of this case suggests (as incredible as it 
might seem) that there is at least a good possibility that the essence of the story 
is true. The whole thing does gell together rather well. So far as I can see there 
little doubt that something very curious happened that night (which for some reasc.. 
officialdom is hushing up to a great extent). For it all to be rumour seems most 
improbable as too many people alledge tto have seen things and there is a considerate 
consistency,And if rumour why not denounce it 0Be and why obtain the civilian radar- 
tapes? (Not that rumours are well known for turning up on radar screens,that is*) 

A cover-story clearly emerged that the crashed object was a plane (perhaps thanks 
the farmer thinking that was what it must have been). But why cover-up a plane- 
crash in woodland? And how do you get this plane out of there afterwards? And why 
again take away the radar tapes? The "plane crash" story woubd be an effective way 
of deflecting interest,And there is a story from one source that the plane which 
crashed had some kind of nasty weapon inside (maybe even a nuclear bomb - hence th? 
radiation?) But could such a crash be hidden (presumably to prevent panic or publ: - 
outcries against necessary military deployments)# X have grave doubts about the 
ethics of all this if that really is the answer, Maybe the UFO story was seeded to 
hide the crash.But it seems the other way round,For it was the planecrash rumour 
that was spread to farmers and foresters*The UFO rumour came only to restricted 
sources. Realistically a UFO crash does seem a better explanation, 

Brenda Butler is fair in her assessment.with which I concur,"We must have anopen 
mind,It may have been a UFO,..or a secret experiment of some sort," We are 'not 
giving up,Lord Glancarty is looking at the government angle for us,Lawyer Harry 
Harris is probing the legality of this apparant cover-up of somethi ng.Brenda & Do- 
are plugging away,,,, We intend to find out what really happened, 
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